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In and of itself, having
data isn’t a challenge
for educators...

Challenges include... h

Having access to these data;” (= PC
Having time to review data;

Having the right data to drive the right interventions
for the right students at the right time,

and in the right dosage.
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Knowing the data...
Understanding the data...
Using the data...

a
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We've Got Data! Now What?
2
\
4
Knowing the Data
\
4
How are data collected?
Census v. Sample Method of Collecting
« 37states Census * 56 states survey
« 21 states Sample (phone or mailed)
» 2 states database 16 states used combination
o * 2 states unspecified
= Every district/6 years
= ADM > 50K » 2 states used extant database
= Representative sample
= Disability
= Gender
= Race/ethnicity
= Age
Challenge: Contacting leavers 1-year out of school
\

45% enrolled at anytime 72% employed at some

(53% general time
population)

57% working at interview

(compared to 66% general
population)

19% had informed
employer of disability

3% received
accommodation on the job
53% had quit their last job

32% 2-yr colleges
14% 4-yr colleges
37% self-identified
having a disability &
informed school
29% had completed
program

Data Collection Method
Number of States Using Each Data Collection Method
Data Collection Method
in parson interview | N RN 30
Combination of Methods [ llll [l 16
Survey, Unspecified [ 8
Statewide Longitudinal Data._ [ 2
Web- or Internet-based Survey I 1
Mailed Questionnaire || 1
State-level database | 1
Unspecified | 1
a 10 20 30 40 50 60
Number of States
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Who collects these data?
31 state / local education agency personnel
22 hired contractor
7 unreported
S
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Representativeness

states reported response rates
* Range: 4.68% - 94.66% median 47.2% (sd = 21.77)
states described whether the respondent group
represented the target population
. states reported the respondents represented the target
population
. reported the respondents did not represent the target
population
¢ 21 states did not describe whether the respondent group
represented the target group

National Medians for Indicator 14

Median Percentage for Each Measure
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Linking Arizona Transition Indicator Data to Improve Outcomes
as Reported to OSEP in February each year

Post-School Outcomes

~Indicator 14~
2011=70.6% Baseline Engagement

@\lw' Not Okay?

Dropout Rate Graduation Rate
~Indicator 2~ ~Indicator 1~
2011=4.8% 2011 =64.9%

Quality of Our [EPs
~Indicator 13~
(100%)

2011 = 90% Baseline

Kot (2006 NSTTAC

" Do you know your state and local
data?

Graduation rate? ‘,3
Dropout rate? _'
Employment rate?

Enrollmentrate?

How many females are employed full
time?

How many students who enrolled in
post-secondary completed a term?

In and of itself, having
data isn’t a challenge
for educators...




Data Use Toolkit — Revised
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Examining Local PSO: District
Facilitator’s Guide & PPT

Outlines a Process for using PSO data

* Assembling the Data

» Organizing the Data

» Modifying the PowerPoint

» Examining the Data

Questions for a Guided Discussion
Description of each slide in the PowerPoint
Appendices

» Blank Data Tables
» Master Handouts

a
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Outline of Data Use Toolkit- Revised

Understanding the data

Purpose for Federal Collection & Reporting
Requirements (Why)

Indicator 14: Post-School Outcomes (What)
Method used to Collect PSO Data (How)
Common language

State Response Rates

Who's represented in the data

21

s

AZ PSO Story
2,003 youth in the sample in 2008-09
1350 responded to the survey
67% response rate

Respondents represented the sample based on
disability, race, and gender.

Youth who dropped out of school are
underrepresented in the survey results

\
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Outline of Data Use Toolkit- Revised
Knowing the data

State Data
* Method of Exit (Graduation and Dropout Rates)
* Engagement Rate
District Data
» Method of Exit, Engagement Rate
» Engagement rate by Demographics
\ /
Arizona’s Engagement Rate
Of the 1350 youth who responded to the survey
from across the state...
Higher
Education,
Not Engaged, / 186, 14%
397, 29%
Other
Employment,
135, 10% "
Competitive
Employment,
467, 35%
Oth
Postsecc?;dary/
Ed or Training,
165, 12%
N




State and District Engagement Rates
100% - = State (N = 1925) District (N =475)
80% -
o
©
= 60% -
2 45%
[}
g 40% - 35% 33%
w 0/
20% 15% 18% 19% 1%
8% 8% %
o BN
Higher Competitively Postsecondary Other Neither
Education Employed Educationor  Employment
Training
\e Source: Sample (SY 200x-0x)

Knowing PSO Data

9/9/2011

Percent of Males & Females Engaged

EMales(n=) OFemales(n=)

100%
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o 4
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£
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% 40%
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w 20%
0%
Higher Education ~ Competitive Postsecondary Other Employment ~ NotEngaged
Employment Education &
Training
\DSIE Source: Sample (SY 200x-0x) /
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Understanding PSO Data

Comparisons: Graduates to
Dropouts; Males to Females;
Disability Categories

Demographics: Gender,
Method of Exit, Disability

In school Programs: Participation
in specific programs, transition
experiences

Predicting Success &
Directing Resources

Drilling into the Engagement Rate
Looking at the percent of youth engaged in the post-

school activities by the following categories:

» Females v. Males
» Graduates v. Dropouts

» Various
Races/Ethnicities

« Disability Categories

» What other groups do
you want to look at?

<)

=

@ NPSO Data Use Toolkit v.2

: N
Are Males & Females engaged at the
same or similar rate?

« Brainstorm questions
to answer about the
engagement rates of
males and females.

30
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What do these data tell you?
Guiding Questions to Understand the

Data

General Transition Questions

Graduation and Dropout Questions
Competitive Employment Questions
Postsecondary Education/Training Questions

Knowing the data...
Understanding the data...
Using the data...

The Logic of Using PSO Data for Program
Improvement

Positive
Post-

school
Outcomes

Data

Collection

How other states are using PSO data to
inform transition programs

= KY began conducting a
census of leavers in order
for all districts to have - @ ;
PSO data.

NCrevised their PSO
survey to collect more
programmatic data to
examine whether in-
school programs and
services correlate with
better post-school
outcomes.

How other states are using PSO data to
inform transition programs

= MDis sharing PSO data with
the state Interagency
Council to inform and
improve the cross-agency
collaborative services
provided while youth are in-
school.

SD compared outcomes of
students who participated
in certain transition
programs to those who did
not to determine program
effectiveness.

Let’s Look Closer: South Dakota

= Question: Are youth who participate in 4 state specific
in-school programs more likely to be engaged one-year
out of school than youth who do not participate in
these programs?

Programs: Catch The Wave, Youth Leadership Forum,
Self-Advocacy, & Project Skills

Used an odds ratio to measure effect size, describing
the strength of association between two dichotomous
values: youth engaged (i.e., working or enrolled) versus
youth not engaged (i.e. not working or enrolled).




Odds Ratio of engagement for
students who participated in Catch The Wave, Youth
Leadership Forum, Self-Advocacy, or Project Skills

|| iengaged | inotengaged
Participate in CTW,

YLF, Self-Advocacy, or 177 19
Project Skills

Did not participate in

CTW, YLF, Self- 120 26
Advocacy, or Project

Skills

Those who participated in these programs were
times more likely to be engaged in work or
school than those who did not participate in
these programs.
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Empirical Evidence

= SD has empirical evidence that youth who
participated in Catch The Wave, Youth Leadership
Forum, Self-Advocacy, or Project Skills were
consistently more likely to be positively engaged
1-year out of high school than youth who did not
participate in these programs.

With sufficient data, you could do something
similar to examine whether the programs offered
in AZ or your PEA contribute to positive post-
school outcomes.

Guiding Questions help to Identify
Objectives & Define Questions that
lead to Using the Data to Improve
Programming for Youth with
Disabilities

What problem(s) do you want to address?
What do you need to learn/accomplish?

Do you need to look at additional data or
ask additional questions?

Thinking about Transition Related
Program Improvement...Using Data

In what areas are youth
with disabilities doing
well?

What areas need
improvement?

What is the district
doing well?

What does the district
need to improve?

41

What Does the Research Say?

Predictors of Post-School Success

Academic/General Education School Integration
Self-Advocacy/Determination

Self-Care/ Independent
Living Skills

Social Skills
Student Support

Career Awareness
Community Experiences

Exit Exam Requirements/
High School Diploma Status
Interagency Collaboration

Occupational Courses Transition Program
Vocational Education

Work Study

Paid Work Experience

Parental Involvement

\NSTTAC. 2008

Programmatic Strengths

Think about the 16 predictors of post-school
success and our high school transition and
academic programs:

*Why does [DISTRICT] have positive
outcomes for some leavers and not others?

*What attributes can be associated with the
outcomes, positive and negative?

*What changes need to be made?
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+Academic/General Education | x
+Career Awareness  x

. '
«Community Experiences

Wrements/ High|  x
chool Diploma Status

“Interagency Collaboration* |  x
+Occupational Courses »
+Paid Work Experience* B

“Parental Involvement X
+School Integration* X

Gsttac"" In-School Predictors by
Post-School Outcome Area

-

<

Arizona’s Engagement Rate
Of the 1350 youth who responded to the survey
from across the state...

Higher
Education,
186, 14%

Not Engaged,
397, 29%

Other
Employment,
135, 10%
Competitive
Employment,
467, 35%
Other
Postsecondary.

Ed or Training,
165, 12%

Predictors/Outcome ducatio Independent
Living
Welf— X
etermination®
“Self-Care/Independent Living |
Social Skills x
Student Support* X
+Transition Program* X
“Vocational Education® F
“Work Study* B
.
nsttac® @-ED\
Fafork

PREDICIHORS
( Post- Y
School )
2

Outcomes

Independent
Living

Employment

Education

Using Data for Action Planning

» What are our next steps?

» What do we need to do to
improve the positive
outcomes for our youth
with disabilities?

49
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Data Use Toolkit — Revised

Examiningii
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Knowing, Understanding & Using
Data to Improve Programs for
Youth with Disabilities

<)

If 19 knowm W,
A o fouka
Hdd

it

Charlotte Y. Alverson

541.346.1390
calverso@uoregon.edu
www.psocenter.org

NATIONAL
POST-SCHOOL
OUTCOMES
CENTER



mailto:calverso@uoregon.edu
http://www.psocenter.org/

